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Slovní vyjádření k hodnocení bakalářské práce:
This BP contains a great deal of varied types of contextual information revealing many aspects of the main background text Mallus Maleficarum which provide deeper insights into the play to be analyzed, Miller’s The Crucible. The BP text is quite dense, so much so that if one or more of the research areas were explored further it could certainly be the basis for a master’s thesis. Having given the BP this kind of due praise, it might be said that a few times the various threads of the research do not smoothly connect together to make lucid arguments. The organization of the BP, for example, is not always clear, although with so many diverse currents of research this is understandable. Another disadvantage is that 6 or 7 times undependable mainstream internet sources are cited, e.g. eNotes, History.com, and Study.com. Finally, throughout the BP secondary sources are not cited as much as might be expected in an academic paper, with mainly the two primary works referenced page after page. This might cause a reader to wonder if some of the deep insights in the BP were actually introduced in other works, then over time became to be accepted by the BP author as her own. In my opinion, however, this is likely due to the inexperience of the BP student at writing such long and involved academic texts, which of course is to be expected. 

Chapter one contains background information on the term witch (1.1), a concise introduction to Mallus Maleficarum (1.2) and philosophical context (1.3, e.g. “magic” in relation to the development of monotheistic religions) along with a historical perspective (1.4) on the treatment of witchcraft and witches both in European and especially in colonial American society; the connection of witch hunts with the social control instituted by Catholic inquisition is intriguing. (p. 15) Section 1.5, describing the “contemporary political situation,” associates the trope of witch hunt with the hunt for subversives in post-WWII America, bringing in McCarthyism and Miller’s dealings with HUAC, finally at the end including a succinct two-paragraph allusion to similar political maneuverings in Stalin’s show trials in the Soviet Union (1.5.4). Also mentioned on page 38, this supplementary linkage between witch hunts throughout history with HUAC and Stalinist show trials demonstrates quite a profound connection by the BP author for this level of study, i.e. an overall shift in social control from an emphasis on the persecution of religious dissent to political “heresy.” This is one example from many which shows that the BP author understands that the types of issues described in her work are by no means ended, but clearly continue in modern societies. 

In the first of two analytical chapters, the play is considered in terms of the actual events occurring in Salem in the mid-1600s. In the succeeding subchapters the specific themes of Religion (2.3), Reputation (2.4), Egoism (2.5), Revenge (2.6) and “Neighbours’ disputes” (2.7) are explored in detail. Here the analysis might have been better organized into coherent arguments, i.e. how these aspects of the play overlap with (period and contemporaneous) historical events. Still, the section on Religion stands out, especially subsection 2.3.1., which explores versions of “Good and evil in significant characters;” the explorations here often go beyond the simple binaries which have been described earlier in section 1.3 on Platonism and Dualism. As indicated earlier, the presentation of such sophisticated philosophical perspectives is exceptional at the bachelor level of literary study, thus the BP author is to be commended. 

The last analytical chapter (3) comparing Kramer and Sprenger’s 15th-century “handbook” on witches with Miller’s mid-20th century play elucidates yet another aspect of the issues – gender roles and stereotypes along with their performative (although this term is not specifically used) aspects, i.e. shaping familial, social and political behaviors and attitudes (3.1.1- 3.1.2). Another keen observation is how the persecution and prosecution of witches was used as a tool to control the potential power (economic, intellectual, sexual) of women. Locating this aspect of these two works brings the perspective of the BP into current theoretical frameworks, framing the texts by introducing aspects that the authors themselves might not have seen.  

[bookmark: _GoBack]One somewhat negative aspect is the level of language in the BP, the grammar, vocab and sentence structure of which occasionally dips below the C1 level to the point of being difficult to understand, e.g. “[...] in different countries, there was different effort to exterminate witches.” (p. 14), and “[…] Mary behaved like other girls few days ago when assuming bewitchment.” (p. 23) In my opinion if the level of language in the BP had been more consistent the work might have merited a mark of 1. 

Nevertheless the information and analysis in this work meets and at times exceeds the requirements for ESL bachelor’s study. The BP author has clearly demonstrated her understanding of many diverse themes running through the works, leading to numerous relevant issues that are explored.
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